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ELECTION 

The Examiner has indicated that the following figures represent patentably 

distinct species and has required restriction to one thereof: 

Plate: Figs. 2, 7, 10, 25; 

Pegs, Fixation: Figs. 3, 3a, 4, 13, and 26. 

In view thereof, applicant elects to prosecute, with traverse, claims directed to the species 

shown in Fig. 10 with respect to the plate. Claims 1-3, 9, 10, 12, 14-18, 28, 29, 31-35, 

37-40, 42, 44-50 and 52-53 read on the elected species. 

In addition, applicant elects to prosecute, with traverse, claims directed to the 

species of peg shown in Fig. 3. Claims 37-42, 44-49 and 52-53 read on the elected 

species. 

The applicant traverses the restriction requirement of claims directed to the plate 
on the basis that claims directed to identified species 2 and 10 should be searched and 
examined together. Dependent claim 41 is the only claim presently in the application not 
directed to the elected species. A complete search of the all of the claims in the 
application relative to the elected claims will not be a significant burden on the examiner. 
If the restriction is maintained, assuming that independent claim 37 from which claim 41 
depends is placed in condition for allowance, it is requested that claim 41 be allowed 
back into the case and allowed to proceed to issue. 

The applicant traverses the restriction requirement of claims directed to the 
pegs/fixation on the basis that claims directed to identified species 3, 3a, and 13 should 
be searched and examined together. Dependent claim 49 is the only claim directed to 
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pegs/fixation presently in the application not directed to the elected species. The 
limitation added by claim 49 is a thread on the shaft of peg. A complete search of the all 
of the claims in the application relative to the elected claims will not be a significant 
burden on the examiner. If the restriction is maintained, assuming that independent claim 
37 from which claim 49 depends is placed in condition for allowance, it is requested that 
claim 49 be allowed back into the case and allowed to proceed to issue. 
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